
RCPG MINUTES 3-4-10 

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE 
RAMONA COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP  

 
A regular meeting of the Ramona Community Planning Group (RCPG) was held March 4, 2010, at 
7 p.m., at the Ramona Community Center, 434 Aqua Lane, Ramona, California. 
 
In Attendance: Chris Anderson   Torry Brean (Arr 7:22) Matt Deskovick 

Katherine L. Finley Kathy S. Finley   Dennis Grimes   
Bob Hailey (Arr 7:20) Eb Hogervorst  Kristi Mansolf   
Jim Piva    Dennis Sprong  Paul Stykel   
Angus Tobiason Richard Tomlinson  

   
Excused Absence:  Chad Anderson   
  
Chris Anderson, RCPG Chair, acted as the Chair of the meeting.  Kristi Mansolf, RCPG Secretary, 
acted as Secretary of the meeting. 

 
ITEM 1: The Chair Called the Meeting to Order at 7:10 p.m.   
 
ITEM 2: Pledge of Allegiance   
 
ITEM 3: The Secretary Determined a Quorum was Present 
 
ITEM 4: LIST OF ABSENTEES FOR THIS MEETING.  Determination of  

Excused and Unexcused Absences by the RCPG – Secretary Will Read Record 
Separately from the Minutes – Chad Anderson had an excused absence. 
    

ITEM 5: Approval of Order of the Agenda (Action) 
 
MOTION:  TO MOVE ITEM 12-H-4, THE TRANSIT ITEM, AND 12-H-2, THE MUSSEY 
GRADE ROAD VACATION ITEM TO BEFORE ITEM 10.   
 
Upon motion made by Dennis Sprong and seconded by Kristi Mansolf, the Motion passed 11-0-1-
0-3, with Chad Anderson, Torry Brean and Bob Hailey absent.  
 
ITEM 6: ANNOUNCEMENTS & Correspondence Received (Chair) 
 
Ms. Mansolf announced the Ramona Street Extension Project is undergoing a 30 percent  
redesign that includes lowering the aqueduct and the RMWD line that goes through there.   
The County will be bringing this to the RCPG in the next month or so.  Both the public and  
RCPG will have the opportunity to look at and comment on the new design before it goes  
any further.  The Cumming Ranch Project Draft EIR will be coming before the RCPG in  
the near future.   

 
ITEM 7: FORMATION OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS ON THE CONSENT AGENDA:   
12-H-2 VAC 2009-0112 MUSSEY GRADE ROAD VACATION; AND 13-A SALVATION  
ARMY APPEAL. 
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Upon motion made by Chris Anderson and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 13-0-0-0- 
2, with Chad Anderson and Torry Brean absent.  
  
ITEM 8: APPROVAL OF MINUTES 2-5-10 (Action) 
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF FEBRUARY, 4, 2010. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Dennis Sprong, the Motion passed 12-0-2-0-1, 
with Matt Deskovick and Angus Tobiason abstaining, and Chad Anderson absent. 
 
ITEM 9:  NON-AGENDA ITEMS Presentations on Land Issues not on Current Agenda  

(No Presentations on Ongoing Projects – These Must be Agendized) 
 
Speaker:  Donna Myers, Ramona Resident 
 
Ms. Myers spoke in favor of the preservation of farm and ranch land in Ramona and for saving our 
Ramona environment.  According to the American Farmland Trust, our nation is losing 2 million 
acres of farm, forest, and open space land every year.  The acreage is mostly productive land near 
small towns and cities that produces the majority of our fruits, vegetables and dairy products.  
According to San Diego County Statistics, Ramona will grow by 51.5 percent in the next 20 years.  
Without farm and ranch land we lose our ability to grow healthful food, to protect our water supply 
and to sustain our environment.   
 
The RCPG supports spending 13 million dollars for 2 small road projects that will go through an ag 
belt where there are dairies, chicken ranches, cattle grazing land, a pig farm, fruit and nut orchards, 
vegetable crops, animal husbandry businesses, oat and barley fields, and an emerging world class 
botanical garden.  One project is the Ramona Street Extension project.  Another is the Dye Road 
Extension – Phase 1 – which is felt to be an important connector to the South By-Pass.  The South 
By-Pass will start at Mussey Grade Road and connect with SR 78 near Magnolia, bypassing the 
Ramona business district and impacting property owners along Dye, Warnock, Creelman, Keyes 
and Amigos.  She asked the RCPG to save Ramona’s environment, agriculture and farmland. 
 
Speaker:  Joe Minervini, Ramona Resident 
 
Mr. Minervini asked the RCPG to consider a motion to eliminate one of the top 10 Capital 
Improvement Projects (CIP) known as the Dye Road Extension – Phase I.  It is his understanding 
that before DPW considers working on a road project, the new road must be safer and carry more 
traffic.  The Dye Road Extension project will not be safer than the existing 90 degree turns and the 
project will not carry more traffic.  It will still be a 2 lane road.  If the South By-Pass is ever 
constructed, people will realize it takes longer to get through town using the South By-Pass than if 
they took Main Street. Will the businesses on Main Street go along with the South By-Pass?  The 
General Plan Update dated July 1, 2009, states that even after the South By-Pass is constructed, it is 
probable there will still be congestion on the 2-lane portions of Main Street.  Let’s not waste more 
money on this road.  We won’t lose anything because the money collected for Ramona will stay in 
Ramona.  The Dye Road Extension alone won’t alleviate traffic in Town.  Mr. Minervini asked the 
RCPG to replace the Dye Road Extension project with the intersection of Hwy 67 and Dye Road on 
the top 10 CIP list of projects. 
 
Speaker:  Ken Brennecke, Ramona Resident 
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Mr. Brennecke is opposed to both the proposed South By-Pass and the proposed Ramona Street 
Extension projects.  The Ramona Street Extension project had 2 previous plans that were shown to 
violate the County’s own building standards.  The RCPG has asked DPW to come up with a third 
plan and to lower the roadway.  He has seen the plan and there are many problems.  There is no 
solution to the problem of driveway placement.  It interferes with the aqueduct and would force its 
relocation along with the relocation of the RMWD line.  This will add cost to the previous second 
plan.  Encroachment to adjacent properties is worse, not better.  The cost to benefit is not there for a 
third of a mile of convenience road.  No residents along the proposed roadway have ever been 
consulted when these plans were being developed.   
 
ITEM 12-H-4:Public Transit in Ramona – General Discussion Transportation/Trails  

Item Taken Out of Order 
 
Merit Whitney, Transportation Supervisor for the RUSD made a presentation on using school buses 
in off hours for public transit for the elderly and the disabled.  The RUSD administration and 
School Board support her idea.  The vehicles are not the most comfortable, but the benefit of transit 
is there.  The buses could offer service in the off hours.  School buses operate in Ramona between 6 
and 9 a.m., and from 2 to 4 p.m. to transport students.  Trips could be made in town, and eventually, 
she would like to see transit provided to other areas of the County.  They could go beyond the 
average work day.  School bus drivers would be used.  Hours could be increased and jobs retained. 
 
Mr. Hailey said the idea looks workable but would need some development.  Transportation 
resources make a dent in the RUSD budget. 
 
MOTION:  FOR THE RCPG TO SEND A LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR UTILIZATION 
OF SCHOOL TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES IN OFF HOURS, TO THE RUSD, RTAC 
AND SUPERVISOR JACOB. 
 
Upon motion made by Paul Stykel and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0-1, 
with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
ITEM 10. Request for Waiver of Site Plan, 19224 Ramona Trails Dr., Legate (Owner); 

Accudraft, Scott (Representative).  Project Lies within the Hwy 78 Scenic 
Corridor.  600 sq ft Residence and 2,400 sq ft Garage Existing and Addition of 
New House to be 900 feet from Hwy 78 

 
Steve Powell presented the project.  Mr. Legate has owned this 9 plus acre property since 2000.   
In 2007 the Legates built a 3,000 square foot accessory structure that is comprised of a 2,400 sq. ft.  
garage and a 600 sq. ft. studio.  In 2009, the Legates decided to plan/design the main house (2,710  
sq. ft.) and obtain a building permit to start work in 2010.  Due to the aforementioned accessory  
structure’s height, size and “D” designator requirements and the current application of the main  
house building permit, it was determined that an application could be filed to have the site plan  
requirement waived.  This would allow the existing structure to remain as an accessory structure  
with the 2,400 sq ft. garage staying the same and the 600 sq. ft. studio to be converted to a guest  
living quarters (without a kitchenette).  The new (2,710 sq. ft.) home will have a traditional garage  
for the Legate’s everyday cars and the existing accessory structure garage will be used for Mr.  
Legate’s car collection with the guest living quarters being used for an occasional visitor.  
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE WAIVER FOR THE STRUCTURE AS PRESENTED AND  
SUBMITTED. 
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Upon motion made by Paul Stykel and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0-1,  
with Chad Anderson absent.      
 
ITEM 11: Mr. Muto and Mr. Lardy, County DPLU, will Make a Presentation on the GP 

Update on the Following Items 1) Zoning Consistency Review for the General 
Plan Update; 2) Community Plan Policies, Draft Clustering Policy 
Recommendations and Incorporation of the Village Design Process; 3) 
Planning Commission Referrals on Land Use Map:  Cummings Ranch and 
Gaye Miller Property (APN: 283-012-20-00); 4) General Discussion on 
General Plan Issues and Land Use Map;  5) Zoning Consistency Review for 
the General Plan Update; 6) Agriculture Designations – Consideration of 
Consolidation of A70, A72 and S92 Designations for GP Update, or Retaining 
A70 or A72 Designations (Action) (w/Item 10-F-1 through 6 below) 

 
Maps of the General Plan Update brought by County staff were on display for discussion. 
 
The Chair said the GP Update Subcommittee had a presentation of the maps and were told they had  
to put the density in.  They worked on areas of a map shown in hatched lines.  Information is still  
being reviewed..  There were concerns that the parcels smaller than the new land use designations  
would not be conforming lots.  This could require additional permits to make improvements in the  
future. 
 
The first area to be reviewed was Area “IU.”  It is located throughout the planning area and around  
the downtown area.  It would be changing from A-70, Limited Agriculture, to Semi-Rural  
Residential 1 (SR-1), Village Residential 2 and 2.9 (VR-2 and 2.9).  Mr. Lardy said the change  
from A-70 to 1 acre lots is not a big change.  It may affect the ability to have a boutique winery,  
however. 
 
The Chair said the areas shown on the map in “IU” are really residential areas and not  
agricultural. 
 
Mr. Lardy said that ag is still allowed in Rural Residential. 
 
The Chair clarified that while the zoning may be changing, existing animal designators will not  
change. 
 
Mr. Lardy said that the proposed zoning would preclude boutique wineries by right to be able to do  
packing/processing here.  For certain uses a major use permit or a minor use permit would be  
required. 
 
The Chair said that most lots are ½ acre or 1 acre.  There are also some bigger. 
 
Mr. Deskovick said he didn’t understand why this zoning has to change? 
 
Mr. Grimes said he ran on a platform of supporting property rights.  He doesn’t want to restrict  
property rights.  There are mechanisms to control what goes on property.  We are over-regulated  
now.  He doesn’t agree with downzoning from A-70 to Rural Residential – it will limit land use. 
 
Ms. Kathy S. Finley asked what the restrictions are according to lot size? 
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Mr. Grimes said that the size of the lot limits the building square footages to be allowed. Also, for 
boutique wineries, there is a requirement of 25 percent of the grapes used have to be grown on the 
property. One acre is a small area to grow grapes on, but it is wrong to limit agricultural use on 
A70/A72 land. 
 
The Chair said we are at the zoning stage of the GP Update. 
 
Ms. Katherine L. Finley said this is the first time we have discussed zoning.  She feels we are  
being rushed.  We are dealing with property rights.  She thinks we need more time to review  
zoning. 
 
Mr. Lardy said they are gearing up for feedback.  In April they will notify property owners. 
 
MOTION:  WE DO NOT SUPPORT THE CHANGE OF A-70 ZONING RIGHTS OF “1-U”  
TO RURAL RESIDENTIAL. 
 
Upon motion made by Dennis Grimes and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0-1,  
with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Mr. Lardy introduced “2U” which is downtown on the north and west sides.  Currently the zoning  
is Residential-Office Professional (C31), General Commercial-Residential (C34), General  
Commercial (C36), Single Family Residential (RS), and Rural Residential (RR).  The General Plan  
Designation is Village Residential 15, 20 or 24 (VR-15, 20 or 24).  The change will reflect the  
urban residential apartments by the stream. 
 
The Chair said this Motion passed at the Subcommittee meeting.  Supervisor Jacob supports we  
won’t go over 7.3 d.u. per acre. 
 
Mr. Tobiason said the Office Professional designation in the past was for offices and apartments.   
We ended up with the apartments. 
 
The Chair said we are taking out inconsistent stuff.  We are changing it to what is there now. 
 
In response to the question about 7.3 d.u. per acre, Mr. Muto said the Board of Supervisors can  
apply different designations.  We should be able to go lower in Ramona.  We are required to meet  
the housing requirements. 
 
Mr. Lardy said he has the cap of 7.3 d.u. per acre documented.  “2U” is Office Professional today.   
DPLU is trying to change zoning to match the use that is on the ground. 
 
The Chair said this area includes the Montecito Road apartments. 
 
Mr. Muto said where there is high density on the ground, they are trying to match zoning with a  
residential zone. 
 
Mr. Lardy said if there are any changes, old uses can be grandfathered in. 
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF “2U.” 
 
Upon motion made by Matt Deskovick and seconded by Richard Tomlinson, the Motion passed  
10-4-0-0-1, with Katherine L. Finley, Bob Hailey, Paul Stykel and Angus Tobiason voting no, and  
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Chad Anderson absent. 
 
The next area discussed was “3U,” along the Santa Maria Creek.  The General Plan Designation is  
Rural Lands 20 (RL-20).  Existing zoning is Limited Agriculture (A70), Residential-Office  
Professional (C31), Limited Industrial (M52), and General Impact Industrial (M54).  Staff  
Recommendation is for Agricultural Rural (AR).  Mr. Lardy said that there is some flexibility in the  
floodplain, but “3U” is all floodway.   
 
The Chair said this area is the Greenway Park.  There is the desire for a commercial element so we  
can have commercial and restaurants here.  We don’t want to devalue property.  The motion at the  
Subcommittee meeting was to approve “3U” specific to the floodway.   
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR “3U.” 
 
Upon motion made by Paul Stykel and seconded by Richard Tomlinson, the Motion passed 14-0-0- 
0-1, with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Still discussing “3U,” the Chair said that we need a motion to make the area be consistent with the  
work that is being done with Howard Blackson of PlaceMakers on the Town Center.  There was  
discussion on the uses that can be done in this area. 
 
MOTION:  TO MODIFY ZONING ON PARCELS ON EITHER SIDE OF “3U” WITHIN  
THE GREENWAY VILLAGE DESIGN PART AREA TO HAVE A COMMERCIAL  
ZONING (ONES THAT ABUT IT). 
 
Upon motion made by Torry Brean and seconded by Paul Stykel, the Motion passed 13-0-1-0-1,  
with Angus Tobiason abstaining, and Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Area “4U” is on the north side of SR 67 and on the northeast side of downtown.  The General Plan  
Designation is Rural Commercial.  The existing zoning is Heavy Commercial (C37).  Staff  
recommendation is for Rural Commercial (C-40).  Mr. Lardy said Service Commercial, C-37, is  
going away and will change to C-40, Rural Commercial.  They are changing it to commercial to  
have more uses.   
 
The Chair said we want to recognize what is there.  C37 allows certain uses that C-40 doesn’t.  She  
asked Mr. Muto to get back to us on this as changing to C-40 may require screening for outside  
storage. 
 
Area “5U” is in the vicinity of Aqua Lane and 2nd St.  The General Plan Designation is Limited  
Impact Industrial (I-1).  The existing zoning is Heavy Commercial (C37), and Staff  
recommendation is Limited Industrial (M52). 
 
The Chair said this area is where Ramona Water is.  It is currently being used an Limited Impact  
Industrial.  If it is changed to Limited Industrial, it will be consistent with how it is being used. 
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR “5U” – HEAVY  
COMMERCIAL TO LIMITED IMPACT INDUSTRIAL. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Paul Stykel, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0-1,  
with Chad Anderson absent. 
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Area “6U” is Main St./SR 78 east of downtown.  The General Plan Designation is Semi-Rural  
Residential 2 (SR-2).  The existing zoning is Office Professional (C30) and General Commercial  
(C36).  Staff Recommendation is Agricultural Rural (AR) 
 
Mr. Muto said we have to change this area.  C30 and C36 is not consistent with the new Semi-Rural  
Residential 2 (SR-2) land use designation.  Staff recommends the parcels be zoned Agricultural  
Rural (AR) to be consistent with SR-2.   
 
MOTION:  TO RECOMMEND TO RETAIN THE CURRENT ZONING FOR “6U.” 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Eb Hogervorst, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0-1,  
with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
There was discussion on reconsidering Motion 11, above. 
 
MOTION:  TO RECONSIDER MOTION 11 (PREVIOUS MOTION). 
 
Upon motion made by Torry Brean and seconded by Kathy S. Finley, the Motion failed 5-9-0-0-1,  
with Chris Anderson, Matt Deskovick, Bob Hailey, Eb Hogervorst, Kristi Mansolf, Dennis Sprong,  
Paul Stykel, Angus Tobiason and Richard Tomlinson voting no, and Chad Anderson absent. 
 
The  Chair said that we need to change the map to be consistent with Motion 11.  We can retain the  
designation, but we have to change the zoning. 
 
Mr. Muto thinks that for a long time “6U” was a commercial use and a commercial designation. 
 
The Chair said it is outside of the range of 3rd to Etcheverry. 
 
Ms. Kathy S. Finley said if the clinic (NCHS) leaves, then the property will go to ag. 
 
Mr. Stykel said he thinks we need to keep it current with what is existing. 
 
Mr. Brean said it seems like spot commercial.  He doesn’t want to penalize future owners.  The  
long term goal is to go back to ag. 
 
Mr. Deskovick wants to see a little store there and not a house. 
 
Mr. Muto said he recommends we change it to Office Professional. 
 
Ms. Mansolf said that Office Professional has been built as apartments, like across from Stars and  
Denny’s on Kelly. 
 
Mr. Muto said that this would be C30 rather than C31.  C30 doesn’t allow commercial residential. 
 
MOTION:  THE MAP TO BE AMENDED TO HAVE OFFICE PROFESSIONAL (C30) ON  
“6U.” 
 
Upon motion made by Paul Stykel and seconded by Chris Anderson, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0- 
1, with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Area 7U is north of downtown around Oak St., Elm St., A St., and Olive St.  The General Plan  

  

 
7



RCPG MINUTES 3-4-10 

Designation is Village Residential 7.3 (VR-7.3).  The existing zoning is Residential-Office  
Professional (C31) and Limited Agriculture (A70).  Staff Recommendation is for Single Family  
Residential (RS). 
 
The Chair said that this area south along A and B Streets has huge undeveloped parcels on them.   
Elm is to the north. 
 
MOTION:  “7U” NORTH OF FLOODWAY TO ASH, TO BE SR-1.  “7U” SOUTH OF  
FLOODWAY TO BE SINGLE FAMILY BUT WITH FOUR-PLEX BUILDING DENSITY. 
 
Upon motion made by Matt Deskovick and seconded by Richard Tomlinson, the Motion passed  
14-0-0-0-1, with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Area “8U” is by D Street and 4th Street.  The General Plan Designation is General Commercial.   
The existing zoning is Single Family Residential (RS).  Staff Recommendation is for General  
Commercial-Residential (C34). 
 
Mr. Lardy said the existing RS zoning is not consistent with the new General Commercial land use  
designation.  They are recommending the parcel be zoned C34 which is consistent with the General  
Commercial designation. 
 
MOTION:  FOR “8U,” MOVE TO ACCEPT GENERAL COMMERCIAL-RESIDENTIAL  
AS PER STAFF RECOMMENDATION WITH NO DENSITY DESIGNATOR. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Torry Brean, the Motion passed 13-1-0-0-1,  
with Dennis Sprong voting no and Chad Anderson absent. 
 
The Chair brought forward Motion 17 from the GP Update Subcommittee meeting of February 18,  
2010. 
 
MOTION:  TO MODIFY OUR GENERAL PLAN MAP TO BE CONSISTENT WITH OUR  
PRIOR MOTIONS:  SOUTH OF CEDAR, WEST OF HWY 78, NORTH OF OLIVE AND  
EAST OF MAPLE – REQUEST A CHANGE TO LIMITED IMPACT INDUSTRIAL.  THIS  
HAS BEEN SUPPORTED BY THE COMMUNITY SINCE 1999. 
 
Upon motion made by Torry Brean and seconded by Dennis Sprong, the Motion passed 14-0-0-0- 
1, with Chad Anderson absent. 
 
Speaker:  George Eastwood, Ramona Resident 
 
Mr. Eastwood said that Holly Oaks has been an SPA, S88, for 12 years.  He recently found out at  
the County that it is documented as RR-1 from 1992.  He wants it to be changed back to S88 if it  
has been changed.  The smallest lot is 1-1/2 acres.  The largest is 12 acres.  For a 1-1/2 acre lot, a  
resident can have 2 horses.  People signed an agreement when they bought in Holly Oaks saying  
they understood certain rules.  There is 1 lot where the residents have 5 horses and they are not  
treated well.  Code Enforcement was called to enforce the rules for the SPA. 
 
MOTION:  FOR HOLLY OAKS SPA – MODIFY TO S-88. 
 
Upon motion made by Torry Brean and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 13-0-0-0-2,  
with Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
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Regarding the Cumming Ranch area, the Miller property has been put into a referral.  All parcels  
around her parcel are going to 2 acre while hers is to remain 10 acre. 
 
MOTION:  TO SUPPORT THE BOUNDARY TO BE MOVED AS PRESENTED BY STAFF  
AND WHICH INCLUDES THE GAYE MILLER PARCEL (283-012-20-00) TO RETAIN  
SR-2. 
 
Upon motion made by Torry Brean and seconded by Katherine L. Finley, the Motion passed 13-0- 
0-0-2, with Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 
Mr. Lardy said the reduction of Village Residential land on the Steve Powell parcel has created the  
need for there to be residential elsewhere.   
 
The Chair said that by 5th and north of A Street is a junk lot.  It has been targeted for senior  
housing.  The Chair recapped the RICC public facility.  The parcel on the creek side next to the  
creek is to stay commercial, and the borrow pit is to become residential to take the place of the  
residential that was to be by 16th/Vermont/LaBrea, which will become commercial (big box  
development). 
 
MOTION:  TO REPLACE THE BIG BOX AREA FOR RESIDENTIAL TO THE BORROW  
PIT AND THE NORTH SIDE OF “A”/5TH. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Chris Anderson, the Motion passed 12-1-0-0- 
2, with Matt Deskovick voting no, and Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 
MOTION:  APPROVE ALL MOTIONS FROM THE GP UPDATE SUBCOMMITTEE  
MEETING OF FEBRUARY 18, 2010, NOT ALREADY ADDRESSED. 
 
Upon motion made by Kathy S. Finley and seconded by Chris Anderson, the Motion passed 13-0- 
0-0-2, with Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 
ITEM 12: SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS   

12-A: SOUTH (Hailey) (No Business) 
 
12-B: WEST (Mansolf) (No Business)  

 
12-C: EAST (Kathy S. Finley)(No Business) 

 
12-D: PARKS (Tomlinson) (No Business)  

 
12-E: AHOPE (Sprong) (No Business) 

 
12-F: GP Update Plan (Anderson) (Action Items) (Items 1-6 w/Item 10) 
12-F-1: Zoning Consistency Review for the General Plan Update 
12-F-2: Community Plan Policies, Draft Clustering Policy Recommendations and 
 Incorporation of the Village Design Process 
12-F-3: Planning Commission Referrals on Land Use Map:  Cummings  

Ranch and Gaye Miller Property (APN: 283-012-20-00) 
12-F-4: General Discussion on General Plan Issues and Land Use Map See Under 

Administrative Matters 
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12-F-5: Zoning Consistency Review for the General Plan Update 
12-F-6: Agriculture Designations – Consideration of Consolidation of A70, A72  

And S92 Designations for GP Update, or Retaining A70 or A72 Designa- 
tions 

 
12-F-7: Parks Text to be Brought Forward to RCPG from Parks Subcommittee 

 
Mr. Tomlinson said the Parks text of the Ramona Community Plan was submitted to DPLU, and 
the document was returned with suggested changes.  Mr. Tomlinson summarized the minor 
changes.   
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE PARKS LANGUAGE RECOMMENDED BY THE PARKS 
SUBCOMMITTEE FOR THE RAMONA COMMUNITY PLAN. 
 
Upon motion made by Richard Tomlinson and seconded by Jim Piva, the Motion passed 12-0-1-0-
2, with Dennis Grimes abstaining, and Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 

12-G: CUDA (Brean)(Action Item) (CUDA did not Meet.  See Item under T&T) 
12-G-1:TPM 21070, Dekoven 4-Lot Subdivision Proposed for Laky Lane and El Paso.   

May, Engineer   (w/T&T)  
 

12-H: Transportation/Trails (Piva)(Action Items) 
12-H-1:Dekoven TPM 21070, Dekoven 4-Lot Subdivision Proposed for Laky Lane and  

El Paso.  May, Engineer   (w/CUDA) 
 
The applicant was not present and had not attended the T&T meeting.  Ms. Mansolf said the 
planner asked us to review the map because the last time the RCPG had seen the project, 
September, 2007, we had submitted comments on the area having too much rock, and septic failing 
in the area.  The SA 330 was on the books to go through the area the last time we reviewed it, but 
now it isn’t. 
 
Speaker:  Wayne Edwards, Ramona Resident 
 
Mr. Edwards lives in this area.  There is so much rock, and the septics fail, sometimes having to be 
pumped daily.  There are 3 neighbors below the property.  Laky Lane is 30 feet now.   
 
Due to no one being present to answer questions, the following motion was made: 
 
MOTION:  TO DENY DUE TO LACK OF INFORMATION AND REPRESENTATION. 
 
Upon motion made by Dennis Sprong and seconded by Bob Hailey, the Motion passed 12-0-1-0-2, 
with Angus Tobiason abstaining, and Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 

12-H-2:VAC 2009-0112, Mussey Grade Road Vacation, Before the Reservoir Segment  
3,500 feet Long.  Processed by the Department of Real Estate Services for 
Levin (Owner) Approved Under the Consent Agenda 
  

12-H-3:Withdrawal/Postponement of Community Right of Way Development  
Standards Grant Letters of Support until 2011.  It has been Determined that 
there is an Existing, Similar Grant in Process for the Town Center through 
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the Village Design Committee.  Consideration of Gathering Letters of Support 
for Town Center Grant 

 
The Chair said the Village Design Committee is going to apply for another grant that will focus on 
the Town Center and be the culmination of the previous work done on the Town Center and 
incorporate the ideas of PlaceMakers and Howard Blackson.  The Design Review Board and 
Village Design Committee would like to see this grant applied for this year, and the Community 
Development Right of Way Standards grant applied for the following year.  The Design Review 
Board withdrew their support for the Community Development Right of Way Standards grant.  The 
Chair asked the RCPG to do the same. 
 
MOTION:  TO WITHDRAW SUPPORT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RIGHT OF 
WAY STANDARDS GRANT APPLICATION IN FAVOR OF THE VILLAGE DESIGN 
GRANT APPLICATION. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Torry Brean, the Motion passed 11-0-2-0-2, 
with Kristi Mansolf and Angus Tobiason abstaining, and Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent.  
 

12-H-4.:Public Transit in Ramona – General Discussion Action taken 
at Top of the Agenda before Item 11 

 
12-I:     DESIGN REVIEW (Anderson) – Update on Projects Reviewed by the  

Design Review Board 
 
The Chair said nothing was reviewed by the Design Review Board that overlapped with the RCPG 
this month. 

 
12-J: RAMONA VILLAGE DESIGN (Brean, Stykel) Update on  

Ramona Village Design Committee Meetings 
 

Progress is being made and many ideas are being explored. 
 

ITEM 13: OTHER BUSINESS (Chair) 
  A. Salvation Army Project to go to Planning Commission 3-19-10,  
   The RCPG Voted to Deny the Expansion of the Major Use  
   Permit.  Consideration of Appealing Project Should Planning  

Commission Approve It (Action) Action taken under the Consent 
Agenda 

 
ITEM 14: ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS (Chair) 

A. Names Submitted for New Subcommittee Members (Action) 
 
On the subject of subcommittees, Mr. Piva said that he has limited the amount of people serving on 
his subcommittee, and he is letting the subcommittee decide whether or not to add new members.  
There are about 18 members on it now.  There has been some questions raised over limiting 
membership.   
 
The Chair said that when there were about 40 people on T&T, the subcommittee chair wanted to 
limit membership.  She checked with the County and they said it was okay to limit subcommittee 
membership. 
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Ms. Mansolf said she had been told the same thing.   
 
Matt Deskovick, Eb Hogervorst and Jim Piva were added to AHOPE.  Dan Scherer was added to 
Transportation/Trails.  Jeff Lachine was added to West.  Torry Brean, Katherine L. Finley, Dennis 
Grimes, Kit Kesinger and Dawn Perfect were added to GP Update.  Torry Brean, Arvie 
Degenfelder, John Degenfelder, Dawn Perfect and Angus Tobiason were added to Parks. 
 
MOTION:  TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE ADDITION OF THE NEW SUBCOMMITTEE 
MEMBERS. 
 
Upon motion made by Kristi Mansolf and seconded by Chris Anderson, the Motion passed 13-0-0-
0-2, with Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 

12-F-4: General Discussion on General Plan Issues and Land Use Map Taken Out of 
Order 

 
Mr. Hailey said that he went to the coffee hosted by Supervisor Jacob on February 25, and there 
was a lot of discussion on roads, particularly the Highland Valley/Dye/Hwy 67 intersection and 
Ramona Street Extension.  Mr. Piva and Ms. Mansolf were also at the coffee.  Priorities have been 
in place for many years and there is concern with the projects listed and where they are on the list.  
He felt it was time to host a Transportation/Traffic Summit in Ramona.  Mr. Hailey would like to 
hear from the community.  Ramona has a Road Master Plan.  We need to see how road projects are 
progressing.  We are hearing from residents that projects are progressing, but we are not aware of 
the project status.  Mr. Hailey doesn’t feel there is true transparency on how money is spent in 
Ramona for road projects. 
 
MOTION:  TO APPROVE THE RCPG HOSTING A TRANSPORTATION SUMMIT IN 
RAMONA. 
 
Upon motion made by Bob Hailey and seconded by Kristi Mansolf, the Motion passed 11-2-0-0-2, 
with Matt Deskovick and Dennis Sprong voting no, and Chad Anderson and Paul Stykel absent. 
 

B.         Agenda Requests 
 
C. Concerns of Members 
 
D. Report from Chair on Possible Voting Methods – Not Addressed 
  
E. RCPG Member Meeting Attendance – Report on Meeting Attendance 

– Not Addressed 
  

15.         ADJOURNMENT – 10:30 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Kristi Mansolf 
 
Attachment:  GP Update Subcommittee Minutes of 2-18-10 
 


